On Picket Duty. 


A new serial is begun on the second page of this 
-number with the first instalment of Mr. Yarros’s pro- 
: mised abridgment of prai Spooner’s “ Trial by 


` Professor Thorold Rogers quotes approvingly a say- 

ig of somebody that “free trade in banking is free 

trade in swindling.” Even if this were true, it would 

“be far betier than monopoly of banking, which iz mo- 

-nopoly of swindling and extortion. Competition can 

not work as much mischict' as a robbers’ trust protected 
by law. 

Fiorence Finch-Kelly, whose initials ays often ap- 

peared in Liberty appended to editorials and commun- 
‘ications, has written a navel entitled “Frances: A 
_ Story for Men and Women.” I have read but a few 
pages of it as yet, but am already satisfied that it han- 
dles the marriage question without gloves. The price 
fifty cents, and I shall be glad to. fill any orders for 
it that may be sent to me. 
-> The edivor of wie “Workmen’s Advocate” is dis 
pleased with Mr. Pentecost for describing Anarchism 
and. single-taxation as “great schools of economy,” 
wishing it plainly understood that only his economy 
has a right to the adjectives “great” and “scientific.” 
To console Mr. Penteccst I impart to him my growing 
suspicion that his valorous critic’s sole source of eco- 
nomic wisdom is Mar<’s “Communistic Manifesto.” 

“ Love, Marriage, and Divorce,” the triangular: dis- 
cussion between James; Greeley, and Andrews, which, 
after having been so long out of print, was recently 
reprinted in these columns, is now ready as a handsome 

` pamphlet of one hundyed and twenty-one pages. Itis 
the | best poletite expeation extant of the doctrine of 


in contrast to the “abuse and vilaperation ” which the 


latter heap upon Henry George. I would like to know 
if Mr. Pentecost honestly thinks that George’s conduct 
is above suspicion and his treatment of the Chicago 
revolutionists perfectly consistent with self-respect and 
fidelity to principle. Liberty tried to believe George 
sincere as long as it could, but proofs of treachery gra- 
dually accumulated to such an overwhelming extent 
that at length patience, mildness, and indulgence 
ceased to be virtues. Let Mr. Pentecost say the word, 
and the crushing indictment shall be produced for his 
bonetit. 

The attention of those who think that laws and gov- 
ernments are necessarily such as the intellectual and 
moral condition of the people make it possible for thom 
to be is called to the following observation of the his- 
torian Lecky, whom certainly no one will accuse of 
immoderate partiality for radical ideas or of extra- 
vagant language: “Not unfrequently, by a curious 
moral paradox, political crimes are closely connected 
with national virtues. A people who are submissive, 
gentle, and loyal fall by reason =f these very qualities 
under a despotic government; but this uncontrolled 
power has never failed to exert a most pernicious in- 
fluence on rulers, and their numerous acts of rapacity 
and aggression being attributed in history to the na- 
tion they represent, the national character is wholly 
misinterpreted.” _ 

Lloyd S. Brice, a bitter enemy of all isms, especially 
of Anarch-iem, thus speaks in the “North American 
Review” of the “shadow that is stealing over the 
American landscape”: “The shadow is of an un- 
bridled plutocracy, caused, created, and cemented in 
no slight degree by legislative, alde~manic, and con- 
gressional . action; a plutocracy that is far more 
wealthy than any aristocracy that has crossed the ho- 
rizon of the world’s history and one that has been 
"| produced in a shorter consecutive period; the names 
of whose members. are emblazoned, not on the pages 
of the nation’s glory, but of its peculations; who re- 
present no struggle for their country’s liberties, but 
for its boodle; no contest for Magna Charta: but rail- 
road charters; and whose octopus-grip is extending 
over every branch of industry.” The believers in the 
isms can only cheer such: talk and iustily cry “hear! 
hear!” 

A State Socialist of my acquaintance, who is handier 
with the witticisms of others than with arguments of 
his own, came to me in great glee the other dag to tell 
me that Louis Kranz of Providence, a subscriber to 
Liberty, declared that he had been made a State So- 
cialist by reading. this paper. Now, here is a fine 
chance for Mr. Kranz ‘and his comrades to show their 
devotion to their cause. -Liberty costs but a dollar a 
year, and; if they think it so effective as an agent of 
State Socialistic propagandisia, what better can they 
do than circulate it far and wide? Until they do some- 


| thing of this kind, Mr. Kranz’s remark may pass very 


well as a. jest on the lips of his unthinking friends, 


n- | but. will lardly be taken in earnest: by any man of 


brains. I venture the prediction that at the end of the 
oh stop his ote ab ca a and thus 


ry p i 
States. I promptly veaponded that, if he would fur- 
nish the capital (which I knew he was amply able to 
do), I would gladly codperete with him to that end. 
The eagerness with which I took him up put a sudden 
damper or his enthusiasm. Mr. Guild and Mr. Kranz 
are probably birds of a feather. 


I have received the first number of the “ National- 


l ist,” the organ f the Boston “cultured ” State Social- 


ists. Had . expected to find in it real evivience of 
intellect and culture, I should have been grievously dis- 
appointed. Happily my “ideal” of it proved to fully 
harmonize with the reality. The issue is replete with 
those good intentions with which a certain subterra- 
nean place is said to be paved, and bristles with every 
thing — sentiment, enthusiasm, prophecy, sense of self- 
importance (the history of the movement is already 
given in the number) — except true intelligent discus- — 
sion of social and industrial problems. Col. Higgin- 
son, with charming simplicity, chooses as a motto for 
his poem, which he inscribes to Edward Bellamy, a 
sentence from the French which ought to -be utterly 
abhorrent to all believers in majority governmeni, 
since it declares that “no man can alienate his own 
sovereignty, because he cannot abdicate his own na- 
ture or cease to be a man; and from the sovereignty 
of each individual springs, in society, the collective 
sovereignty of the people, equally inalienable.” Mr. 
Bellamy describes the genesis of his “scientific” social 
system, thereby exhibiting more frankness than saga- 
city. We learn that previous to the publication of 
“Looking Backward” he had no sympathy with social 
reformers and refurm; that in undertaking to write 
his novel, he had “ no idea of attempting a serious con- 
tribution ” to reform literature; that it was to be “a 
mere literary fantasy, or fairy tale of social felicity,” 
“a cloud-palace for an ideal humanity”; and that “it 
was not till” he began to work out end explain the 
detail of the scheme that he perceived the full potency 
of the instrument he was using and “recognized in the 
modern military system, uot merely a rhetorical ana- 
logy for a national industrial service, but its prototype, 
furnishing at once a complete working model for its 
organization.” Then the book, “instead of a mere 
fairy tale of social perfection,” was made “ the vehicle 
of a definite scheme of industrial reorganization.” Be- 
tween a tale of ideal social life modelled after military 
organizations and a definite scheme of industrial or- 


‘ganization constructed on the same basis the choice 


were difficult indeed, did not a beneficent providence 
make the absurdity ae glaring i in the one case as in the 
other. Finally, announcing ‘a German translation of 
“Looking Backward” which is shortly to appear, the 
editor remarks that “Bismarck will probably read it 
with immense disgust.” In which sentence the last 
word is doubtless a grave mistake, the printer having 
misread some word equivalent to delight: for there is 
no earthly reason for that great modern organizer of 
military forces to object to imitation of his schemes. 
Has it not been said, on the contrary, that imitsiion is 
the sincerest flattery? Besides, has not Bismarck hini- 
self been contemplating a similar plan of national in- 
dustrial service? On the whole, I predict for the new 


n one occa- | journal great popularity among the old Women of both 
fe Sonia lism sexes. 
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PREFACE. 


Perhaps the argument most frequently used-by conservative believers in the convenient 
doctrine of leaving things as they are:against those engaged in reformatory efforts of a more 
or less radical nature is that the ‘spirit and genius of American institutions” do not admit 
of the assimilation-or acceptance of the proposed innovations.’ Were one to trust them, the 
“ American institutions ”” are something so clearly defined, finished, and powerful as to ab- 
solutely render it impossible for any inconsistent and: discordant element to maintain a 
vigorous existence within the charmed circle which affords chances cf life only to whet ne- 
cessarily: and logically flows as a consequence from the fundamental. principles supportin, 
the peculiar civilization of this ‘best government on the face of the earth... We are ask: 
tolook upon all that ‘tis,"" if not as unqualifiedly right and perfect, then as relatively ao in 
the sense of its being the unavoidable outcome of primary conditions." - E 

This fact alone wodld ampl; ; Justify our curiosity to learn thoroughly the essence and im- 
port of these: “‘ instituti especially since manifold serious evils, universally considered 
destructive of social equipoise and progress, seem to flourish in our midst without restraint. 

But we are moved to such an enquiry. by still another circumstance. Besides the easy- 
going conservative who ‘hurls the epithet “un-Amierican’”’ at the head of anybody contem- 
plating itinocent Lan) abate of vexatious misarrangements, there is a large class of men, 
earnest and determined reformers, who in working for a gigantic plan:of social reorganiza- 
tion make the same claim of strict fidelity to the logic and spirit of American principles, not 
only as against those rosieting reform as such, but also— and even with greater emphasis — 
‘as against other schools of radical reform which oppose them not because they strive for re- 
novation and change, but beecuao their ideas of the needful and the uesirable and the trul 
salutary differ materially. Indeed, every school of reform beasts of exclusive understand- 
ing of and jealous caro for the “self-evident? maxims on which the opportunities and pos- 
sibilities and prospects of this land of labor and freedom are built. : 

` Now, what shall we believe? Whom shall we follow? Which of the conflicting opinions 
is most nearly right, if any one is 80? Is everything as it should be? If not, in what direc- 
tion is betterment to be sought? Aro State Socialists and. Nationalists right: must the func- 
tion of government be enlarged and extended, and will the completiou of the Jeffersonian 
structure consist in the triumphant adoption of the entire collectivist programme? Or is 
Anarchism ‘the true doctrine and the removal of the last and least. vestige of State compul- 
sion to be demanded and achieved? In a word, what is the meaning o political freedom ; 
whither does it lead us; with what does it irispire us? ; 

For an answer to these important questions the reader is confident!y referred to the fol- 
lowing pages, which represent an abridgment and rearrangement of Lysander Spooner’s re- 
markable work on “ Trial-by Jury.” At the time of its publication Mr. Spooner had no 
affiliation with any reform movement, and had no special cause to plead, but was simply a 
private American citizen, @ jurist, and an unbiassed student of political science and history. 

is discussion of the nature, essence, logic, and maintenance of political freedom is so mas- 
terful, corivineing, and conclusive that it cannot fail to enlighten public opiniou on the sub- 
Jee’ and enable one to form a criterion by which to pass upon the various interpretations of 
the “ American Idea.” This work entitles Mr. Spooner to the gratitude and admiration of 
all the liberty -loving and tyranny-detesting. Noone who aspires intelligently to defend or 
forcibly-to assail political independence should neglect to consider Mr. Spooner’s elucidation 
of its real significance and character. °° ie ` 

Tt is hoped that the present publication will serve yet another purpose. Many of.those to 
whose minds jadividualictic views appear attractive and rational hesitate to express a posi- 
tive opinion in consequence of the thonsand and one questions of detail and practical difficulty 
which rush into their heads and to the settlement of which they do not see their way. Of 
course a casuistic philosophy is an absurdity, but generalization and abstraction are not suf- 
ficient. Life is too complex to be covered by a simple formula, though first principles we 
must have. Mr. Spooner successfully demonstrates that the highest justice and equity can 
be secured under complete freedom and that they have nothing to fear from the dissolution 
of the State who are prepared to do unto others as they would be done by. i 

One word more. As the end sought by this republication is distiact from that of the ori- 
ginal publication, I could not avoid changes and-alterations. Mr. Spooner’s intention was 
to discredit and denounce the perversion of trial by jury and to promulgate the corréct and 
legitimate system by which alone free political relations could be preserved. ‘The explana- 
tion of the nature of such relations was of secondary importance. I am here, on the con- 
trary, chiefly concerned with this side of the problem. This necessitate? abridgment as | 
well as rearrangement. I was obliged to reduce to subordination that which was dominant 
and to raise into prominence that which was tributary. Lest I may be criticizsd for takin 
so unceremonions a liberty, I -will anticipate: my critics by. requesting the reader io attri- 
bute all the merits and foe qualities of this edition to Mr. Spooner’s ability, wiile laying 
the responsibility for all its faults and imperfections at my door. V: Y, 


| 


I. 
LEGITIMATE GOVERNMENT AND MAJORITY RULE. 


The theory of free government is thei it is formed by the pois contract of 
the people i \dividually with each other. This is the theory (although it is not, as 
it ought to be, the fact) in all the governments in the United States, as also in the 
government of England. The theory assiimes that each man who is a party to the 
government, and contributes to its support, has individually al freely consented 
to it. Otherwise the governmer: would ‘ave no right to tax bi.» for its support, 
for taxation without consent is robbery. is theory, then, nevessarilr suppuses 
that this government, which is formed by r= consent of all, has no powers sx- 
cept such as all. tbe parties ‘to it have i ually agreed that it shali have; and 
cepecially. that it has no power to pass any laws except such as all the parties ave 
agreed that it may. age gee ENS ee ks 

. . This theory supposes 
all, — so beneficial | to: í For the 
maintenance of these speciãc laws, in which ‘all are interested, all associate: “And 
they associate for the maintenance of those laws only in: which all-are interested. 
It vould be absurd to suppose that all would associate, and consent to be taxed, 
for purposes which were benvficial only to a part, and especially for purposes that 
were injurious to’any. nent whole, therefore, can have no powers 
except such as all the parties consent that it may have. It can do nothing except 
what all have consented that it ma d if any portion of the people—no 
“matter how large th han the whole — desire: a: government 

nmon-to all: and desired by all, they 

ses. They have no right to com- 
either useless or injurious to him- 


bery when enforced against one man 

man’s money without his consent is 

lions of men acting in concert and 

s done by a single individual acting 
ither the nur 


t-is as plainly rob 
iili T iag 


-and kill hi 


LIBERTY. 14 


If the government can take a man’s money withyat his consent, there is no limit 
to the additional tyranny it may practise upon him; for with his money it can 
hire soldiers to stand over him, keep him in subjection, plunder him at diseretion, 
he resists. Avd governments always will do this, as they every 
where and ys have done, except. where the Common Law principle has been 
established. ` It is therefore a bates earl pes a very sine qua non of political frese- — 
dom, that a man can be taxed only by his personal: consent. : : 

All legitimate government is a mutual insurance company, voluntarily agreed _ 
upon by the parties to it, for the protection of right. avainst wrong-doers. 
In its voluntary character it is precisely simil ‘association for mutual pro- 
tection against fire or shipwreck. Before a man will join an association for these | 
latter purposes-and pay the premium for being insured. he will: if he be a man of 
sense, look at the articles of the association; see what the company promises to 
do; what it is likely to do; and what are the rates of insurzace. . If he be satisfied 
on all these points, he will become a member, pay his premium for a year; and ` 
then hold the company to its cuntract. If the conduct of the company prove un- 
satisfactory, he will let his policy expire at the end of the year for which he has- 
paid, will decline to pay any further premiums, and either seek insurance èlse- 
where or take hit own risk wituout any insurance. And as men act in the insur- 
ance of their sh’ps aiid dwei’iings, they would act in the insurance ofstheir lives, 
liberties, and properties in ‘ne political association, or governmen faces Sere 

The political insurance company, or government, have no more right, in nature 
or reason, to assume a "uan’s consent to be protected by them, and to be taxed for- 
that protection, wher. he has given no actual consent, than a fire or marine insur. 
ance company have to assume a man’s consent to be protected by them, anil to pay 
the premium, when his actual consent has never been given. To take a man po f 


7 
a 


perty without his consent is robbery; and to assume his consent, when 
consent is given, makes the taking none. the less robbery. ‘Tf it did, the h 
man has the same right to assume a man’s consent to part with his purse 
other man, or body of men, can have. And his assumption would a 
moral justification for his robbery as does a liké assumption on the part of the 
government for taking a man’s property without his consent. The government’s 
pretence of protecting him, as an equivalent for the taxation, affords no jucdifica- 
tion. It is for himself to decide whether he desires such protection as the govern 
ment offers him. If he do not desire it, or do not bargain for it, the government 
has no more night than any other insurance company to impose it upon him, or 
make him pay for it. ; iia AES 
he agreement to be taxed would probably be entered into but for a year at a 
time. Ii in that year the government proved itself either inefficient or tyrannical, 
to any serious degree, the contract would not be renewed. The dissatisfied parties, 
if sufficiently numerous for a new organization, would form themselves into a sepa- : 
rate association for mutual protection. .If not sufficiently numerous for that pur- 
pose, those who were conscientious would forego all governmental: protection rather 
than contribute to the support of a government which they deemed unjust. 
The will, or the pretended will, of the majority is the last lurking place of 
tyranny at the present day. ‘The dogma that certain individuals or families have . 
a divine appointment to govern the rest of mankind is fast giving place to the one — 
that the larger number have the right to govern the smaller; a dogma wich may 
or may not be less oppressive in its practical operation, but which certainly is no 
less false cr tyrannical in principle than the one it is so rapidly supplanting. Ob- 
viously there is nothing in the nature of majorities that insures justice at their 
hands. They have the same passions as minorities, and they have no qualities 
whatever ‘hat should be expected to prevent them from ‘practising the same 
tyranny as minorities, if they think it will be for their interest to uo so. : 
There is no particle of truth in the notion that the majority have a right to 
rule, or exercise arbitrary power over, the minority simply because the former are 
more numerous than the latter.. Two men have no more natural right to rule one 
than one has to rule two. Any single man; or any body of men, many or few, 
have a natural right to maintain justice for themselves, and for any others who 
may need their assistance, against the injustice of any and all other men, without 
sag oh to their numbers; and majorities have no right to do more than this.. The ` 
relative numbers of the opposing parties have nothing to do with the question of 
right. And no more tyrannical principle was ever avowed than that tho will of 
the majority cught to have the force of law, without regard to its justice; or— 
what is the same thing —that the will of the majority ought always to be pre- 
sumed to be in accordance with justice. Such a doctrine is onl, another form of | 
the doctrine that might makes right. eae si : 
When two men meet one upon the highway, or in the wilderness, have they & 
right to dispose: of his life, liberty, or property at their pleasure hace ome 5 
tiiey are the more numercus party? Or is he bound to submit to lose his life, Tib- 
erty, or property, if thay demand it, simply because he is the less numerous party ?. 
Or, because they are more numerous than ‘he, is he bound to presume that they 
are governed only by superior wisdom and the principles of ustice, and ‘by no 
selfish passion that can jead them to do him a wron; “Yet th is the principle 
which it is claimed should govern men in all their civil relations to each other. 
Mankind fall in company with each other on the highway or in the wilderness of | 
life, ana it is claimed that the more numerous party, simply by virtue of their 
rior nutabers, have the right arbitrarily to dispose of the life, liberty, 
of the minority; and that the minority are “bound, by ri 
numbers, to practise abject submission and consent to hold their n 
“ay, all, ur none, as the case may be —at the mere will and pleasure 
ity; as i” all a man’s natural rights expired or were suspended by th 
a paramonrt law the moment he came into the presence of supe 
such be the true nature of the relations men hold tc T sW ; 
it puts an end to all such things as crimes, unles they be perpetrated upon those - 
who are equal or superior in number to the actors. -All acts committed against. 
persons inferior in number to. the aggtorors become but the exercise of 
authority. And consistency with their own principles req that all gov 
ments founded on the will of the majority should recognize this plea a3 a sufficit 
justification for all crimes whatsoever. ere ee ee 
If it be said that the majority should be allowed to rule not because they. are 
stronger than the mincrity, hut because their supcrior numbers fw i 
bability that they are in the right, one answer is that the lives, li 
perties of men’ are ‘too valuable to them, and the natural pre: 
strong in their favor, to justify the destruction of them by. 
mere balancing of sprobebilitite; or on, any ground whatever short 
youd @ reasonable doubt. ‘This last is the moral rule universally rec 
inding upon single individuals. And in the forum of conscience th 
is equally binding upon governments, for governments are mere ass 
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ice. But when it is considered 
ual capacities, and that one, or 
nee of such ah pansiona as rivalry, 
nearly certain to pervert the r 
l'probabilities founded up- 
ther vanish at once; and the 
purposes, a mere decision of 
d lives by the mere pro- 
: pable gambling as ‘was ever 
was ever practised, except in mat- 
stituted on this principle ‘ea Ut 
t once converted into one 
n are the stakes, a few 
pes, fears, interests, and oN; 
i rate men, — and all the peo- 
come nlistod, excited, agitated, and 


iy and almost betrayed himself. 


i kes the Hotel d'Italie, the 


Pts the paik 


d, , to talk with you concerning. the Ar- 


je di Sida” baron. 
1” said Jean, coldly. 


Jenn,” he aiuswered: «I gurel must be to some ex- 
« capecially of her who has: 
: tinued: is he,” confessed the b 
mind ‘that, I am for her.” 
ce of dan 


“What do you wish me } 


> answered Jean. 


banker 
Madame Potar? 
boron, 


plained himself in a tone that 


i me that the whole thin 
ou know as well as 
ave to say.” esate 


‘Marie Didier is not ; 
killing Some u 1 k 


All the filth isn’t in the street. 
‘the basket! 


the arrest. of this girl?” asked the baron, 


..» you know her?” 


“T understand your- sympathy, 
cence, I am willing to take an interest in your prolé, ae 3 Ile 
what can be done, and, that I may not be disturbe sad may be wholly at Pia 
service, I am going to dispatch a pressing matter of business and return. ait. 


-here a moment for me.” 


“All right,” said Jean, “ but don’t be Jong, —in your interest as well as my own. 
A word to the wise is ‘sufficient. . +. Lawait you.” 

And aside, as if delighted, he said: 

“Ah! Potard told the truth.” 

The baron went out, saying between his teeth: 

“Oh! he shall speak.” 


CHAPTER IIL 
FOREVER WINE! 


Jean. watched the banker go out, and then said, as he tee his shoulders: 
“So that is Monsieur, with his cross of the of Honor . . . and the a 
thy oR: prize perhaps . . . . a white waistcoat and a soul as blai t.. 
and his face ditto, a face that I have already seen I kno’ 
so many of his stamp, decorated that pe 
was here with him was Mademoiselle. 


eua R e R ali tke 
But then, the poor cats do not always ve 


-Looking at the table, he continued : 
“What luxury, f for one. nan Aes | Just wi 
s and o! is n 
poli spec to make hi his?” = 
He went to the side-table. 


the ipa 
ne, in, cermeny. the 
ata ae ge seraglio, of 
dae as neidat tat as fish wives, with ink caps and straw dre 
a silver head, and another with gold in her belly. He drin 
not water to drink! - What does he eat? Diamonds 
wine, the devil and hell “distilled, vice and crime sealed 
doesn’t dazzle me. I will uncork ou I isons, with shoe 
into the basket! Away with gilded 
ar canteen. i : "Bab kio dóssn't comé 
am dyi with heat.” ; ; 
é struck heavily upon the tab : 
Just then his back was turned to the door, and he did wot nee the bated intra-. 
‘duce Laurent into the room and remain behind the curtain oe to listen. ee 
The servant began to fill the stove with wood, saying: o Ji 
u ‘Monsieur baron will return present! A He bids me 
and to sit down at the table wh: mor a 
"He aes n bets Be 


always have so much in 
to roast me here? © 


U At the the table! He invites me to dinner. wate - too polite” eaS 
` And, left alone, hy continued: l 


“A reg-picker d ing with a banker. >.. [ass him ‘Gosaing. sete He sly 


oni to inveigie 1 met to offer me his money. They think they can doe 


. «.. but Father Jean is not 
that Viy. „Money i is not so t to us who have none; less tempting th 
him, w ‘Wha e a ee vet c0 i 
souclonse r others. Let hini come!” — 
-And he concluded with an explosion: T 
“Oh! I will save her, i in spite of him, in a ee of the devil, in spite of his money.” 
parent retarned with a soup tureen, : pointing Joan rd a seat at Gd fable; a 
SAL F; 
“You are served. Wait with our feet under the table.” 
. Jean wiped hic brow again. The heat was 1 becoming suffocating. 
-“ Thank you,” said he, “I am not hun, : 
The servant did not contradict him, fot. fing two lange glasses, on a waiter, 


asked 
; u You are thi at least?” fe 
“On, yes,” hirsty at le 
Bate -said a anant p 
Q ei 


+e +. and they can 


nting the waiter. 
w ck, he said: ` 


ia ab li 
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“In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time ala- 
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the exect- 
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the 
gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife af the department clerk, 
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath 
her heel." — PROUDHON. 


BP The appearance in the editorial column of articles 
over other signatures than the editor's initial indicates that 
their’ and general Ac sc 


p Sets for every 
p in. e paper of parase 

the same or other writers ore: ho means in 
that he disapproves them in any respect, such ition of 
them being governed largoly by motiv es of convenience. 


The Philosopher of the Disembodied. 


Connected with the Massachusetts branch of the 
National Woman Suffrage Association is a body of 
women calling itself. the Boston Political Class, the 
object of which is tha preparation of its members for 
the use of the ballot. On Thursday evening, May 30, 
this class was addressed in public by Dr. Wm. T. Har- 
ris, the Concord philosopher, on the subject of State 
Socialism, Anarchism, and free competition... Let me 
say parenthetically to these ladies that, if they really 
wish to learn how to use the ballot, they would do well 
to apply for instruction, not to Dr. Harris, but to ex- 
Supervisor Bill Simmons, or Johnny O’Brien of New 
York, or Senator Matthew Quay, or some leading 
Tammany brave, or any of the “bosses” who rule city, 
State, and nation; for, the great object of the billot 
being to test truth by counting nczes and to prove 
your opponents wrong by showing them io be less 
numerous than your friends, and these men having 
practically demonstrated that they are masters of the 
art of rolling. up majorities at the polls, they can teach 
the members of the Boston Pelitical Class a trick or 
two by which they can gain numerical supremacy, 
while Dr. Harris, in the most favorable view of the 
case, can only elevate their intelligence and thereby 
fix them more hopelessly ina minority that must be 
vanquished in a contest where ballots instead of brains 
decide the victory. 

But let that pass. I am not concerned now with 
these excellent ladies, but with Dr. Harris’s excellent 
address; for it was excellent, notwithstanding the fact 
that he intended it partly as a blow at Anarchism. 
Instead of being such a blow, the discourse was really 
an affirmation of Anarchism almost from beginning 
to end, at least in so far as it dealt with principles, and 
departed from Anarchism only in two or three mis- 
taken atiempts to illustrate the principles laid down 
and to identify existing society with them as expres- 
sive of them. 

After positing the proposition that the object of so- 


| continuance of some semblance of social existence. 
The lecturer took the position that civil society is de- 
pendent upon freedom in production, distribution, and 
consumption, and that such freedom is utterly incom- 
patible with State Socialism, which in its ultimate im- 
plies the absolute control of all these functions by 
arbitrary power as a substitute for economic Jaw. 
Therefore Dr. Harris, setting great value upon civil 
society, has no use for State Socialism. Neither have 
the Anarchists. Thus far, then, the Anarchists and 
this teacher of the Boston Political Class walk hand 
in hand. 

Di. Harris, however, labors under a delusion that 
just at this point he parts company with us. As we 
follow his argument further, we shall see if this be 
true. The philosophy of society, he continued in sub- 
stance, is coextensive with a ground covered by four 
institutions,— namely, the family, civil society, the 
State, and the Church. Proceeding then to define the 
specific purposes of these institutions, he declared that 
the object of the family is to assure the reproduction 
of individuals and prepare them, by guidance through 
childhood, to become reasonable beings; that the ob- 
ject of civil society is to enable each individual to reap 
advantage from the powers of all other individuals 
through division of labor, free exchange, and other 
economic means; that the object of the State is to pro- 
tect each individual against aggression and secure him 
in his freedom as lonz as he observes the equal free- 
dom of others; and that the object of the Church 
(using the term in iis broadest sense, and not as ex- 
clusively applicable to the various religious bodies) is 
to encourage tho investigation and perfection of sci- 
ence, literature, the fine arts, and all those higher 
humanities that make life worth living and tend to the 
elevation and completion of self-conscious intelligence 
or individuality. Each of these objects, in the view of 
the lecturer, is necessary to the existence of any so- 
ciety worthy of the name, and the omission of any one 
of them disastrous. The State Socialists, he asserted 
truthfully, would ruin the whole structure by omitting 
civil society, whereas the Anarchists, he asserted er- 
roneously, would equally ruin it by omitting the State. 
Right here lies Dr. Harris’s error, and it is the most 
vulgar of all errors in criticism, — that of treating the 
ideas of others from the standpoint, not of their defi- 
nitions, but of your own. Dr. Harris hears that the 
Anarchists wish to abolish the State, and straightwa, 
he jumps to the conclusion that they wish to abolish 
what he defines as the State. And this, too, in spite 
of the fact that, to my knowledge, he listened not long 
ago to the reading of a paper by an Anarchist from 
which it was clearly to be gathered that the Anarch- 
ists have no quarrel with any institution that contents 
itself with enforcing the law of equal freedom, and 
that they oppose the State only after first defining it 
as an institution that claims authority over the non- 
aggressive individual and enforces that authority by 
physical force or by means that are effective only be- 
cause they can and will be backed by physical force if 
necessary. Far from omitting the State as Dr. Harris 
defines it, the Anarchists expressly favor such an insti- 
tution, by whatever name it may be called, as long as 
its raison d’être continues; and certainly Dr. Harris 
would not demand its preservation after it had become 
superfluous. 

In principle, then, are rot the Anarchists and Dr. 
Harris in agreement at every essential point? It cer- 
tainly seems so. I do not know an Anarchist that 
would not accept every division of his social map. 

Defining the object of the family as he defines it, 
the Anarchists believe in the family; only they insist 
that free competition and experiment shall always be 
aliowed in order that it may be determined what Jorm 
of family best secures this object. 

Defining the object of civil society as he defines it, 
‘the Anarchists believe in civil society; only they insist 
that the freedom of cimil society shali be complete i in- 
stead of partial. 

‘Defining the object of the State as she defines it, the 
Anarchists believe in the State; only they insist that 
the greater part, if not all, of the necessity for tis 
istence is the result of an artificial limitation of the 
freedom of civil society, and that the completion of in- 
dustrial freedom may one days 80 harmonize individuals | 


that it will no longer be: necessary to provide a 
tee of political freedom. 

Defining the objeet of the Church as he defines it, 
the Anarchists most certainly believe in the Church; 
only they insist that all its work shall be purely vo. 
untary, and that its discoveries and achievements, 
however beneficial, shall not be imposed upon the in- 
dividual by authority. 

But there is a point, unhappily, where the Anarch- ` 
ists and Dr. Harris do part company, and that point is. 
reached when he declares or assumes or leaves it to be 
inferred that the present form of the family is the 
form that best secures the objects of the family, aud 
that no attempt at any other form is to be tolerated, 
although evidence of the horrors engendered by the 
prevailing family life is being daily spread beiore our 
eyes in an ever-increasing volume; that the present 
form of civil society is the embodiment of complete 
economic freedom, although it is undeniable that: the 
most important freedoms, those without which all 
other freedoms are of little or no avail, the freedom of 
banking and the freedom: to take possession of unoc- 
cupied land, exist nowhere in the civilized world; that 
the existing State does. nothing but enforce the law of 
equal freedom, although it is unquestionably based 
upon a compulsory tax that is itself a denial of equal 
freedom, and is daily adding to ponderous volumes of 
statutes the bulk of which are either sumptuary s and 
meddlesome i in character o or, devised i in the inte t of 


in its various fields of religion, science, literature, an 
the arts, it is endowed with innumerable immunities, _ 
favors, prerogatives, and licenses, with the extent and 
stringency of which it is still unsatisfied. : 
All these assumptions clearly show that Dr. Harris 
is a man of theory, and not of practice. He knows — 
nothing but disembodied principles. Consequen > 
when the State Socialist proposes to embody a pr: i- 
ple antagonistic to his, he recognizes it as such ana de- 
molishes it by well-directed arguments. But this same 
antagonistic. principle, so far as it is already embodied, 
is unrecognizable by him. As soon as it becomes in- i 
carnate, he mistakes it for his own. No matter what 
ape it has taken, be it a banking monopoly, or a 
land monopoly, or a national post-office monopoly, or a 
common school system, or a compulsory tax, or a set- _ 
ting-up of non-aggressive individuals to be shot at by 
an enemy, he hastens to offer it one hand, while he 
waves the flag of free competition with the other., In 
consequence of its fleshly wrappings, he is constitution- 
ally incapable of combating the status quo.. For this 
reason he is not an altogether competent teacher, and 
is liable to confuse the minds of the ambitious ladies 


belonging to the Boston Political Class. 
T. 


Looking Forward. 


In the State Socialistic scheme there are many flaws 
and points about which the less said the better. But 
the weakest spot consists in the expectation and faith 
that officials will solemnly resolve to sin no more and 
devote themselves to the loyal service of “the masses.” _ 
While State Socialists are thoroughly alive to the in- _ 


competency and corruption of the awkward govern- 


mental machine, which they are not slow to expose and 
denounce, they, with singularly perverse inconsistency, 
almost in the same breath ‘propose to enlarge i its func- 
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path, albeit their method is only that of ranning their 
own heads into the sand. 

However, at last one level-headed and frank Nution- 
calist has appreciated. and conceded the grave character 
-of this drawback. Edward Bellamy, whose “ Looking 
Backward” — heaven knows! — surpasses anything i in 
‘the line of: utopia and illusion ever put in black on 
‘white or painted in words of mouth, nevertheless, by 
‘a recent statement in the “Twentieth Century,” shows 
‘that there is still some hope of his ultimate salvation, 
-hope that he may yet come to look backward upon his 
“romance” and the wild fantasies therein with a feel- 
‘ing of wholesome shame. 

“Tt is of course plain,” says he, “that the business 
‘departments which the progress of Nationalism will 
add to the government should be organized on a purely 
‘business basis, non-political and non-partisan. By way 
-of preparing the government for its new functions, the 
-complete application of non-partisan principles to the 
conduct of the purely business departments already 
under its control should be demanded. The partisan 
view of such offices is absolutely repugnant to the very 


~ essence of Nationalism. Thers is no more pressing or 


‘preliminary work for Nationalists than to unite popu- 
‘lar sentiment against this evil. Before the post-office 
dopartinent will be an entirely satisfactory argument 
‘for the practicability of Nationalism, we must root 
politics out of it. The Nationalist clubs of the coun- 
‘try will, I trust, at an early period unite in a petition 
to the president of the United States upon this point, 
and follow it up with suitable addresses to Congress. 
‘Good men of all parties . have long opposed the spoils 
doctrine, but not with the reason which we have, for 
it stands squarely across our path. Between it and the 
-National plan there cari be no possible compromise. 
“This must be our first great battie, and our first great 
victory.” 
Hardly better employment than this can be recom- 
mended t, our Collectivist friends. It is time they 
ceased giving us stones when we want bread and pro- 
ceeded to test their theories. A great deal wili de- 
‘pend on the result of “the first great battle.” If they 
carry the day, their subsequent task will be compara- 
tively easy, and the opposition to them will of necessity 
speedily grow faint and feeble. But if they fail, —as 
they certainly must, — perhaps they may then be taught 
a useful lesson. And that truly wou'd be a great vic- 
‘tory for progress, while to themselves i¢ would be “a 


fall that meant a rise.” vey. 


Definitions of Gove” aant. 
Considering the misunderstandi..g of t^e term gov- 


. ernment, and the confusion of thought on the question 


‘whether or not the rules and regulations of a voluntary 
association constitute a government, the following de- 
finitions may be of service. 

Judge Storey, speaking of the old Continental Con- 
gress, says: l 


In the first place there was an utter want of all coercive 
authority to carry into effect its own constituted measures. 
This of itself was sufficient to destroy. its whole efficiency, 
as a superintending goverument, if that may be calléd a 
government which possesses. no one solid attribute of power. 

In truth Congress possessed only the power of recom- 
amendation. It depended alto ether upon the goodwill of the 
d be carried into ó effect or not. 


differences; and he will vote you a qvibbler and 10 a. qribbler ana kaire | statutes ye 
splitter. 

But the truth is the Anarchist is not the quibbler : 
he useg the words government and law in their strict 
legal sense, and is supported by all the “ authorities: 
and professional lawmakers. 

The government is the power or authority which 
rules a community, or the body of persons charged 
with the making and enforcing of law. Now, what is 
law? 

A law in the literal and proper sense of the word may be 
defined as a rule laid down for the guidance of an intelligent 
being by an intelligent being having power over nim. 

Every law properly so called is «t uy a superior to an infe- 
rior or inferiors; it is set by a party armed with might to a 
party or parties whom that might can reach. 

A law is either set by the sovereign immediately or by a 
person or persons in subjection by the delegation or permis- 
sion of the sovereign. It is either set in the properly 
legislative mode, or in the oblique mode of judicial lezisla- 
ture. — Austin's “Jurisprudence,” 

Then, in order to leave no doubt as to what is 
me.nt by inferior and superior, he says: 


Taken with the meaning wherein I here understand it, the 
term superiority signifies might; the power of affecting 
others with evil or pain, and of forcing them, through the 
fear of that evil, to fashion their conduct to one’s wishes. 

In short, whoever can oblige another to comply with his 
wishes is the superior of that other, so far as the. ability 
reaches; that other being to the same extent the inferior. 


Regarding non-governmental rules and regulations 
he says: 

Closely analogous to human laws . . . are a set of objects, 
frequently but improperly termed iws, being rules set and 
enforced merely by the opinion of an intermediate body of 
men— [such as the laws of honor, laws of fashion, laws cf 
benefit societies, etc., etc.} 


Of course the critica who insist upon their own defi- 
nitions of government and make out that Anarchists 
cannot escape the necessity of recognizing soine form 
of government Duva a rigat to ignore our explanation, 
but it is merely the rigut of being fools. 

A. H. Staurson. 


When I read the other day in the “ Nationalist” the 
article by Arthur Hildreth championing paternal gov- 
ernment and its control of the post-office, schools, li- 
braries, gas works, water works, and almost everything 
else, I shuddered at the thought of how narrowly Ly- 
sander Spooner’s precious manuscripte escaped a fall 
into Mr. Hildreth’s hands, and I congratulated myself 
more than ever on having rescued them from such a 
fate, oven though, in order to do so, I was obliged to 
convince Mr. Spooner’s ignorant but greedy relatives 
that these documents were of pecuniary value by offer- 
ing and paying them several hundred dollars for what 
they had proposed to give to Mr. Hildreth outright. 
Mr. Hildreth is a gentleman and a scholar, and per- 
sonally I esteem him highly; but it would have been 
as unfitting to have entrusted the supervision of the 
great iadividualist’s writings to a despotic nationalist 
as to have appointed the Pope of Rome the literary 
executor of Voltaire. 


Laissez Faire and the Body Politic. 
To the Editor of Liberty: 

In the “ Workmen’s Advocate ” of April 6 Mz. W. T. Horn 
answers the question i asked of State Socialists, which was 
reprinted in Liberty of March 16. My reason for not an- 
swering Mr. Horn through the columns of the paper in which 
his article appeared is that the editor of that paper will not 
publish my side of the debate. Siace rejecting one of my 
articles he haa published one from the opposite side. I know 
that L-cannot claim the right to be heard, for in the Socia: 


istie State no one has any rights; the public: good is the only j 
‘thing sought, und that is decided by a public official. The 


8. L. P. runs the “ Advocate” on Socialistic principles, and 
as tne editor has been selected by the majority, he must 


-< | know better than any individual car what is for the public 


“poodles ee 
sort: of insurance 


good. 
Tn Mr. Horn’ s answer he says: “Nor are the relations of 


-į the body physical one of cold laissez Jaire. On the contrary, 
dt is one of warm sympathy and mutual coöperation” 


anme 


statutes passed by Congress; even a State Bovialist ald 
hardly muke that claim. Mr. Horn says further: “Air... at 
Mr. Cohen coolly asks us, ‘if the body physical has been able 
to develop under a free system to this highly advanced state, 
what reason have Socialists for believing that the body poli- 
tie will not develop in the same way?’ What reason? Why, 
we believe that the body politic will develop in the game 
way, and it is for that we contend that Spencer’s analogy 
tells plainly and conclusively in favor of collectivism and 
against individualism Collectivism is nothing more 
than a patient study of natural laws, coupled with a prac- 
tical effort to apply them intelligently to new social de- 
velopments.’’ 

From this it seems that nature makes the laws, and the 
Socialists will apply them; they must think that nature is 
unable to apply and enforce her own laws intelligently. Na- 
ture ought to feel encouraged by this offer of help, and per- 
kaps wonders, in her artless manner, how it was that she 
succeeded so well in the past, before the Socialistic Labor 


Party was organized. She perhaps felt discouraged at the 
way things were going, un until Mr. Horn kiadiy volunteered 
to “apply natural laws to new social conditions.” Mr. Horn 
uses the words “bigoted and egotistical Anarchists”; of 
course we know that we must appear egoiistical beside the 
modest State So. ialist, who thinks that, if he were elected 
to office, he could, in his inscrutable wisdom, apply. “the 
science of socialism with knowledge and understanding to 
ALL human activities.” ` 
APRIL 20, 1889, 


[Mr. Cohen expresses himself vaguely. and is liable 
to misinterpretation. Indeed, I am not sure that I 
understand him. He seems to be using the word “na. 
ture” in 4 narrow sense, excluding human conscious 
action, yet he speaks of nature's ability “to apply her 
own laws intelligently.” Such teleological notions are 
not to be tolerated in scientific argument. — Nature i is 
blind and as unmindful of man’s interests as of any 
other. Man is obliged to study the laws (ways) of na- 
ture in order to adapt himself to the conditions under 
which his short life has to be spent. The more he 
knows, the more comfcciably he arrar ges his affairs. 
But man is a social animal, and soci: existence has 
its laws, which every unit of society must understand. 
Their violation is followed by social evils, and defer- 
ence to them guarantees peace and stability. Nature 
is stationary; man is progressive. Ta the first case, he 
is an outside observer and i nveutige nr; in the second 
he watches his own growth and development. Society 
elevates man; man perfects society. What the State 
Socialists should, answer for is not their endeavor “to 
apply natural laws to new social conditions,” but their 
arrogant and injudicious claim to the monopoly of cor- 
rect knowledge of the laws of social order and change. 
We all have a right to use our reason and instincts in 
the task of making life worth living on this curious 
little planet. e all have a right to define happiness 
and to seek its attainment. Nature does not authorize 
any body of men to cxecute any design of hers; we're 
all here, and we must do the best we can. The only 
question is whether individual liberty is compatible 
with healthy social life. Believers in majority govern- 
ments say no; Anarchists think yes; nature is exas- 
peratingly dumb; and society meanwhile is an Inferno. 
— V. Y.] 


“HENRY ConEn. 


Spread the Light. 
(Carlyle.]} 

Out of a world of unwise nothing but an unwisdom can be 
made. Arrange it, constitution-build it, sift it through bal- 
lot-boxes as thou wilt, it is and remains an unwisdom, the 
new prey of new quacks and unclean things, the latter end 
of it slightly better than the beginning. Who can TE a 
wise thing out of a man. unwise? Not: one. 


Power of Progressive Minorities. > 
(Frederic Harrison.) 

i. The force of public opinion is ‘assuredly nothing numeric au, 
for the social conviction in a cultivated community can 
rarely be expressed by counting of heads. The organized 
resolve of one-tenth of the community is often a greater 
power than the flabby valleities of the other | 

How often do we ser tn every meeting, group, or. 00: 

the clear intelligence and will of one arrest the floati inde- 
ene rat ee eer if not the 


‘Webster’ 8 definition of laissez ‘aire is,“ Let alone; suffer 


to have its own way, or take its natural course.”” Te means | | 





* Continued from page e3. : 


‘Laurent indignantly removed the decanter from his reach. 

“Ah! you spoil it,” he cried. 

Father Jean continued to mop his brow. - 

“ Be seated,” advised Laurent;: “it makes -you still hotter to Stand. u 

“I believe you,” said Jean. “ This Leat is too much for me.’ 

And he turned his head about, icoking for a place where he might get a breath 
of fresh air. The stove was roaring, sendins: out a torrid heat through every 
opening. 

ie valet, decided generous, took advantage of this opportunity to refill the 

lasses. 

. Jean drank again and threw himeelf back i in his seat, while Laurent emptied 
his own glass into Jean’s, saying : 

«Come, old boy, do me the honor. 
ashamed of you. Just doas I do and quench your thirst .... there . 
quilly. How do you like it?” 

“Oh! I never drank anything to. ‘compare with it,” confessed the rag-picker, 
emptying his glass with one swallow. 

“Such wine is uot to be had at the first corner (coin)” said Laurent, beginning 
the same game over. always pouring but not drinking. 

- “At any rate,” anaw 1, good-humoredly, “it is of a good brand (coin).” 
Laurent emptied the bot 
“One finger... . witho 

Try thet.” ae 

Jean tasted. 

“Yes,” he’ said, “still 

“ Come, ” said the ge 

mae! the bottle before it gets flat. 

you the sweating ut a li 
Oh! you have no force”. | 

The rag-picker, disturbe 
resolutely shook hia head: 

“No, no, that will do”. 

“Oh, yes,” said urent, “this will completely restore yor. 
that has been ripening here for an hour.” 

“No, [tell you; I’ve had tco much already: I am not ac astomed to it.” ” 
And Jean pushed back his glass. 

Laurent took, a third bottle’ ‘and used colored glasses. 


You ars still at your first bumper. I am 
. +. tran- 


Toz this time, that you may taste it better. 


It does one good. a 
ing te another. -“ This is at least its equal. — Let’s 
pon my word, Lam doing all the drinking 


d a little humiliated, but resistin;s; the temptation, 


Some Bordeaux 


“ Ah! to be sure,” said he, “you. don’t get. soh wine every day.. Then make. 


the most of the opporteinity when it comes. It is so rauch taken from the enemy. 
This is better. yet, onsienr’s wine... Beaune-Hospice . + the wine of the 
comet.” - 

And pouring it out freely, | he made 3 pretence of drinking, as he adde2: 

“Do as I do.” 

“Of the comet,” said Jean, under a spell. “Ah! ! just a sip of the: comet.” 

Theu his face became more serious. © 

“ Beaune-Hospice,” he repeated, undoubtedly thinking of the widow Didier, who 
had died after a few weeks’ treatment with watered milk. “Ah! ‘well, man 
will cross the skies hefore they give such Beaune as that in the hospitals ( 
Wh the devil does it bear that name?” 

hy, it is the wine for invalids,” said Laurent, pouring it out in floods. 

is balm to the stomach. Each glass adds a year to one’s life. “Excuse me for help- 
ing myself first; this is the foam.” - 

“Oh! the lees are as. good as the foam,” said Jean, unable to resist. “ Besides, 
I don’t wish to be a centenariaa.” ~~ 

He continued nevertheless to drink, and with delight. 

“ Better and better,” he cried. “That would on a dead man.” 

“Tu ir the milk of old age,” approved Laurent, “ the joy of man. Another glass 
to drink your health.” 


saree 


“ You are very polite,” said Jean, in a thick voice. “A last glass for a hob-nob.” |? 


And they toucbed glasses and drank. — 

“ Here’s to you!” said Jean. 

A minute 

rowling : 

“Ahl but your gen 38 forgetting me. Iam ina hu 

Baron Hoffmann, who had ~itneased this scene from baind the tapestry, made 
a sign to Laurent, and disap PEt sei without having been noticed by the rag-picker. 

Father Jean tried ? to ie ut, fetes with giddiness, felt back again. 


Laurent picked u the agn in. 

“The rest first,” s ihania “Tt is the bottom of the bottle, saving your re- 
spect... with a bis . the bread of Beaune.” 

«Well, tn Lop off vi 

And Laurent weat on: 

“We must not leave this ii 

“That would: be:a pity,” said 
tonishing how thirst; tod 
salted. I am meltin with 


; it would be wasted.” 
an, Capua and smacking his lips. “It’s as- 
The drink the more I want, as if I were 


pour from it. 
ed, looking at Laurent stupidly. 
ull of ice. 


ned to Ariye away the salt taste. | 


be refreshed. ano 


“not oe are with eham- 


twenty years ago, if you had seen me, it was a very di! 


courage in. your throat, good old father. 


comets | 


“Olt 


passed. He moved ahput ou his chair, sweating big drops and | J 


ad Tage. This room feels like an 


| Uncork it, my son, wncork Reo 
a "bottle. 


“ ‘In fact, I’ve s often said that there’s nothing like champagne to give One g 
Tt's the son of light and the father of wit.” 

Laurent pourea continually, adding: 

“ Didn’t I tell you so? Come, another idea!” 

“Yes, yes, the devil take me! it is uke spirituel wine . . 

The valet nodded his head approvi A 

“ With the champagne, take some oF the wine of the four beggars.” 

“Ah!” answered Jean, “why do you call it the wine of the four beggars? Eh, 
sly dog! Because it asks tc be drunk ... . four times! To make amends, you 
silly fellow, pour some out.” 

Laurent hastened to obey. 

“Out upon yon, vld joker! He made vy his mouth. . . : 
touch it. He sipped and moistened his ys, like a 8 arrow.” 

And, filling Jean’s already emptied glass, he add 

“Now for a bumper! That’s the talik!” = 

“I, youngster,” said Jean, piqued, “if I did not restrain myself... . . I would 
swallow the whole wine-cellar, to the last drop, and you with. . For 
rent thing; I 
That’s what it does for 


. the blood of Frano 


He seemed not to 


off:more than a quart a year.... Old age! ee 
pour away, you neglect me, you ‘worry me.’ 
“Ah! what a pity! there is no more here,” said Laurent, pretending to 


‘in order the more to excite him.. 


“Well,” said Jean, warmly, “ turn on the faucet. dd 

Laurent acquiesced. 

“Oh, here’s some sauterne.” 

Jean looked at the bottle admiringly. 

“See how it eparkles, ”- he. cried, in a hoarón. Voice. Nothing stop o or: dull 


about. that, my boy. 


: The valet went: lor a plate. — 
-“ And with some oysters,” said he. 
But Jean, raising. bimself up, sent them tying i in the air with a blow from vne 


‘back of his hand. 


“Oyster yourself!” he articulated, with. effor 

He began to drink again, pouring the wine himself and filling ‘the, g 
brim as he shouted to Lanrent : 

“But you drink no more. ‘Iam just getting a taste fori it: 

Andhe continued to swallow, stammering :. oa, ae 

“To be suru, you drink every day, and you haven’ 
es © You were right. loctor :. . this winds 
heart in one’s stomach. Ah! your rascal of: a master can come | 
He has only to behave himself. Tam going to tal i 
>... Tam going to rinse him as I do this glass.” : 

He drank again, taking off. his cravat, his head on fre, excited, and g growing. 
more and more thirsty. a 

‘The door opened, and a new lackey appeared. 

“Laurent,” said he, “ Monsieur baron is asking for you. sieve 
sieur in your place.” 
~ “All right, Léon,” said the valet, going out. 

Jean, swaying from right t to left, began to stare suds jeer at Léon. Sele! 

“ As many valets as wines,’ "said he; “and what faces! They're in good condi- 
tion, all these. fellows! “Ah! they have only this to do. ‘ Peter, what are you do- | 
ing?’ < Souny ‘And you, Paul?” ‘Iam: helping Peter.’ And then, with suvis 
an allowance of wine! hat nectar!” 

Drinking and taking Léon by. the arm, he continued : 

“Whats ayrip pl What a bouquet! Violets and o od The whole ri of 

late! It’s better than Niquet. Ah! if Niquet were as good as this an a 
rink ni; be and day. . ... Come, finish the glass with a comrade 

“No, thank you,” said Léon, resisting. 

devs Jean began to laugh, stammering and stumbling i in ies speech, and then 
resum 

“Is this youngster going to force me to, beg hi 1? Come, since you are : 
paan wine k poured, it must be drank... Ah! anes yon want i l, 
ou as 
He yelled. Léon s glass and his own, and drank again. 
tie thank you, I teil you,” said the valet, pushing’ back the wine with an air 
o 

“ Don’t be afraid,” said Jean, “I invite you; I am responsib’e for everythin 
I’m the master here. Swallow that down, you booby.” 

“T never drink wine,” answered the valet, dryly. 

“No wine,” cried the rag- oe “Ah! poor ellow : You" re & Tork, then!” 

“ I like nothing but brandy . . . and if you will”. 

Jean started up <n his char: 

“Brandy! I’m with you. Oh! I’m not tired yet, my 

“Especially. of that.” said Léon, taking from ithe tbl a bottle of old 
cognac, ETER a hundred years old. 

“Brandy! Water of life!” cried the rag- keri in a transport of enthusiasm. 
A a a beautiful name! Do I want brandy, I? Ah! that’s m; ’ 

too; shake, old boy, give me your hand; in you I re 


I will serve lon- 


-hundred years old, older than I am, born at 


let’s see it! Pass her to ne, this virgin. Is 
Still she seems a little small for her soul. Let’s see, 3 
soul. Oh! woh! how it shines . rays, gleams, as of melted i Topan, the en 
bottled up.” : ees ; 
` And, turning to the bottle | listening i in the ght, he he 

`a And do you mean to iook at me like a with h your "golden eyes, coq tte 


dear. beauty, 
~ “Hero iti 





‘which was submitted to | 
ago and adopted shows the 
the State and how. muc 
total of uncollected Stat 
ral's office was $11,176.94, and it cost the State $80,682.42 
“to collect it. Comment is usel nd yet some folks will 
insist that the State can do thin ror than individuals, 


Er Mr. Pentecost's “ Twentieth Century’ » is a very iico little 
paper, and Mr. Pentecost himself seems to be 2 man whose 
“heart is in the right place. He says many good things, and 
he reaches a class of peonle which we very much need among 
‘the discontented, —a class of religionista, i believe, that bas 
discarded the idea that God isa } ) 
and then'‘made a hole without a bo sa ose to him that 
he ia in constant danger of falling in. You can "me st always 
tëll what kind of a man one is, if yo 
of a god he believes in. A good, kind, just man’s god isa 
good, kind, just god; but a bigot’s god is a being without 
‘heart or mercy. I have an idea that the good orthodox god is 
“an Anarchist. I was taught th in his own 
image and likeness. Every human being, therefore, should 
have godlike attributes. Now, God is: independent, free, 
sovereign. ‘There is no law t ontrols him except his owia 
will, and his willis to Jo good These are the attributes of 
can Anarchist. > It must follow, t , that those who do not 
“believe that man has and should exercise these attributes are 
hereties.“ Anarchism,” says. Mr. Pentecost, ‘ I look upon 
“as the ultimatum of human society. ” Lean’t say that An- 
-archism is the ‘ultimatum, have no means of knowing 
whether or not there is any limit to human progress, but I do 
~ believe that Anarchism wonld be a very desirable condition 
of human society, one that is practicable, just, attainable, 
“and not a dream, as Mr. Croasdale would have the readers 
of the ‘Standard ’’- believe... It isan easy way Mr. ‘Croasdale 
has of disposing of a subject: I would think much more of 
his ability to deal with Anarchism, had he not disposed of it 
so flippantly. A dream, someone has said, is the result of 
disease. . Evidently Mr. Pentecost does not dispose of: Anar- 
chism by sending it off to dreamland, and in that he is wiser 
` than Mr. Croasdale. No, Anarchy is not a dream, but a 
practical factor in human affairs, Mr. Croasdale to the con- 
trary notwithstanding, because it is a living, active protest 
against theft, injustice. ; 


Several weeks ago the idea came to me to get the pictures, 
biographical. sketches, and opinions on Anarchy and the 
“means of attaining it, of a number of Anarchists throughout 
the country, and make un article of them for publication in 
a largely-circulated newspaper. The object in doing this 
was to give the lie to the popular newspaper Anarchist: to 
show that the rea! Anarchist is a human being and a good 
deal like other folks; that they have neither horns nor hoofs; 
are not all unkempt and whiskey-soaked and red-headed ; 


->that they are not all ignorant foreigners; and that their 


ideas are not to pillage and murder and burta. I sent wt 
forty or fifty letters and got only a few favorable retun:s, I 
“Jearned that the Anarchist is really an extremely modcat ard 
retiring animal, and I had to do some considerable coaxing 
before I made much headway. The letters are all bright, 
: well-written, intelligent; but some of the objections made to 
my method of propaganda re hardly valid. À lady writes: 
=‘ (1) I cannot say I approve | your poa iu sying to Paare 
k t 


4s wide-horizoned. 


LIBERTY. 1% 


distasteful to me, and I foar that no one will be the wiser on 
the subject of Anarchy for reading the testimonials of good 
behavior that we may be pleased to give ourselves.” The 
lady is certainly mistaken when she says all serious nen and 
women must needs view my proposed method with suspicion, 
because some of those most ready and willing to help me are 
among the more self-sacrificing and earnest in the movement, 
against whom the charge of vanity cannot justly be made. 
if the method be distasteful to her, then her refusal to co- 
operate is valid, but because it is distasteful to her is no good 
reason why discredit should be thrown upon those who be- 
lieve it right and proper. The principles one holds have 
much to do with his behavior, and it frequently occurs that 
one’s principles can be discernec. by his hehavior. If Anar- 
chists are well-behaved, hone=., just, it seems to me it will 
go a goud ways towards teaching tlie people that their prin- 
ciples make good men’and women. Object lessons are the 
most forcible lessons to teach, and if the people see that An- 
archists are good, honest folks, they will be more likely than 
not to want to know tke reason why. 

I answer these objections in Liberty because others be- 
sides my correspondents may have the same objections and 
can be reached better through Liberty than any other way. 
Other objections I will attempt to answer later on. 

It has been suggested that the matter I have accumulated 
be put in book form, and if arrangements can be made, it 
will be done. Liberty’s readers can be assured it; would 
make a very interesting and readable book, and one which 
would aid the moven.ent very materially. 

JOSEPH A. LABADIE. 


Oh, No, We Have Not Forgotten. 


Time at last sets all things even; 
And if one will but wait the hour, 
There never yet was human power 

That could evade, it unforgiven, 
The patient search and vigil long 
Ox him who treasures up a wrong. 

Joe Howard, the famous newspaper correspondent, is 
gifted in a marked degree with the power of detecting a 
sham, a humbug, and a fraud. He has exposed a great many 
of them in his time (when there was no chance of his losing 
a dollar by doing so) and rather enjoys the privilege of inde- 
pendent expression (when there is no opportunity to obtain 
a free drink by playing the toady) ; but there is one gigantic 
fraud of which, though I have no doubt he perceives it tho- 
roughly, he has as yet made no public exposure, save to those 
who are endowed with a detective power similar to his own. 
That fraud is Joe Howard himself. And he is not only a 
fraud, but a brute. A remarkable instance of his brutality 
sud bysocrisy is to be found by contrasting his. letters 
written from Chicago previous to the execution of Spices and 
his comrades, in which he heaped upon the heads of those 
men columns of abuse that for fiendishness eclipsed anything 
that appeared in print in these days of hideous insanity, 
with a letter which he has published within a month (ù pro- 
pos of electricity as a substitute for the gallows), in which, 


no longer having a chance to make a dcllar by slandering the. 


Chicago martyrs, hu expresses something approaching his 
honest opinion of them. The antagonism between the fol- 
lowing extracts from Howard’s letters in the Boston “Globe” 
oi November, 1887, and Howard’s letter in the same paper 
of May 12, 1889, effectually brands their writer as one of 
those hacks of literature whom Ruskin apt:y describes as 


1 “the poor wretches who pawn the dirty linen of their souls 


daily for a bottls of sour wine and a cigar.” 
~~” - [Boston Globe, November, 1887.] 

The American public has been fed ad nauseam with sensa- 
tional stuff about these men. ` They have been pictured es 
lofty-minded, keen-eyed ‘men of gentle mould; they have 
been sent forth on silvery phrase as gentlemen of leisure 
who have Lindly come from foreign shores to: teach th 


their being. If one might helieve the current | 


“| the times, they ars ahove the ordinary. level of 


—men deycte: U s the furtherance of: an ide 


monplace people. They. are not men, with o 


re known throughout the length and breadth of this 


“magn ficent State, and especially in the apheaved streets of 
: iti ; 


As: a matier of fact, they. are a vel com- 


outset of their public career; it was their selection of the 
business by which to earn a living, They went into che busi- 
ness of passing for champions of the Jaboring classes, without 
being laboring men themselves, or, if any of them 

boring men, they were afflicted with au unfortunate disin- 
clination to work, preferring to live on the bounty anc 
patronage of those people who did work. “They sought to 
persuade the working-classes that they were their special 
champions by preaching incendiarism, ruin, and mu der in 
order to “reconstruct society,” hoping thus to ingratiate 
themselves into the confidence of the laboring masses forthe 
sake of the revenue there would be in the business, They 
were counting upor making a good living out of the opers- 
tion, and, if they had succeeded in “ reconstructing society,” 
they of course anticipited the chances of placing themselves 
foremost and or top of the new. order of things with all the 
financial or political benefit to be gained from head-leader- 
ship. This was the mistake they made, -— the: mistake of 
selecting a business that has no bard work in it, but which, 
as they supvosed, promised ultimate rewards of the richest 
kind. The fellow who joins a gang of thieves and adopts 
the business of larceny n:ekes the same mistake. The 
highway robber, the burglar, — every criminal who goes into 
the business of preying upon honest men and making a liv- 
ing by lawless adventure, — makes precisély the same mis- 
take. It usually proves a fatal misstep in life, and it has 
proved so in the case of Spies, Lingg, Parsons, and | 1 heir co- 
conspirators. 


. . . . . . * . . . . . 


This morning Lingg was resplendent in a flaming red neck- 
tie, and with the hoarse voice of a stage villain he relieved 
his pent-up emotions by grunting out in German something 
about liberty or death. 

There are no extenuating circumstances in Spies’ s favor, 
nor are there any in the cases of Linzg, Fischer, and Engel. 
They were all steeped in the malignant, bloody, and despe- 
rate conspiracy against the life of social authority and its 
representatives. There were all the essentials of morder in - 
their hearts and conduct, malicious intent and aforethonght, 
deliberate and homicidal. 

Day after day she [Nina Van Zandt] longs and pines and 
sighs for a sight of the fellow [Spies] who with lordly indif- 
ference puffs his clouds of nicotine in her suffering face and 
listens to ker romantic talk with the carelessness born of his 
own self-conceit and flatulent vanity. 

Lingg is a curiosity with a door-mat head, a doughy. face, 
an evil, sinister expression, a magnificent chest, and poorly- 
fashioned legs. He is as crazy ‘as a March hare on the sub- 
ject of Lingg. To him the idea of revolution is a caramel, a 
chance for anarchy is a tenderloin with mushrooms. 

Lingg’s defiant attitude, his caged hyena bearing, his idiotic 
expressions of contempt for the human race in general and 
the official portior ‘! sreof in particular, have dc eke about 
their normal ha” vest. 


[Boston Globe, May 12, 1289.} 
But to return to the Anarchists. ; 
It was impossible to look at those four men, knowing that 


| the mangled body of their friend and associate waa in ‘an ice 


box but a few yards away, and: not note their sublime indif- 
ference to their certain fate. Perhaps you can recall: my 
description at the time... (Yes, and to your sorrow and dis- 
comfiture, as you perceive. — EDITOR LIBERTY.) ‘I certainly 
can never forget che scene. ‘They were clad in their shrouds, 
a novel idea, and falling behind were caps of white linen or 
cotton like the cowl pf a monk’s garb. ‘Their | arms were 
pinioned, and it was a ghastly’ procession which appeared 
some thirty fest above the floor 9 Which we were sitting. 
Behind each man stood a deputy, una, in view of what would 
seem to be common sense Procedure, and especially 

light of the terrible experiences that followed i 

it is difficult to understand why these deputies did 

each the noose of one of the condemned. Instead of that, one | 


: y aiiminated i in this informal illustra yin of the. | 
bilities of. Socialism when ore to the l 





























































"Then, all being ready, the sheriff stepped. back, and Spies 
began to talk, while Engel and Fischer. uttered ono “Hooray 
for Anarchy,” and Parson en of America,” -when the 
signal was given, the bolt drawn, and, utterly uncon- 
cerned, the four passed from life to denth, . 


















-Tt cannot be said, that a man with the: “fneiy-organized 
` brain, the sonsitive tempera £ Spies was callous or in- 
different to life, and no man. Chicago who knew Parsons, 
who had read his writings or istened to his speech, would 
Cany him the loftiest conception of true manhood, swerved 
in is tivi al instances from the lines of propriety. -To ve 
sure, Ya cher and Engel nen of common type, but Louis 
Lingg wa; as nervous in organization, as high-strang inna- 
iyare, as Wilkes Booth. Indeed, I never. saw bim Fithout 
‘thinking of Wilkes Booth. 
: He was of | he type from which come ashore) adveatirers 
“fn. the best senso of the term, conspirators when they fail, 
patriots when they. succeed ; ( 
laugh and l quip, utterly indiff ; 
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